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DEVANEY PATE MORRIS & CAMERON LLP 

Christina M. Cameron, Essq. (SBN 356843) 
ccameron@dpmclaw.com 

Lesley A. Ionescu, Esq. (SBN 304615) 
lionescu@dpmclaw.com 

402 W. Broadway, Suite 1300 

San Diego, CA 92101-3504 

Telephone: (619) 354-5030 

Facsimile: (619) 354-5035 


Attorneys for Defendant LOS ANGELES 
CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


LOS ANGELES SUNSHINE COALITION, Case No.: 22STCP00172 
Dept.: 85 


Petitioner, 


v. ANSWER OF RESPONDENT LOS 
ANGELES BUSINESS COUNCIL 


LOS ANGELS CHINATOWN BUSINESS 
COUNCIL, 


Respondent LOS ANGELES CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL (“LACBC”), 


Answers the Verified Petition for Writ of Mandate (“Petition”) of Petitioner Los Angeles Sunshine 


Coalition (“Petitioner”) on file herein as follows: 


I. 


While no Answer is required on a Petition for Writ of Mandate, LACBC answers 
Petitioners’ Verified Petition for Writ of Mandate for the purpose of getting counsel on record and 
asserting affirmative defenses. Respondent denies generally each, every and all of the allegations 
in said Petition, and the whole thereof, including each and every purported cause of action 


contained therein, including a denial of sums and amounts alleged, to be alleged, or otherwise. 


II. 


Further answering said Petition, and the whole thereof, including each and every purported 
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cause of action contained therein, these answering Respondent denies that Petitioner has or will 
sustain any injury, damage or loss by reason of any act, omission, negligence, whether active or 
passive, expressed or implied breach of warranty, contract, or any other conduct or absence thereof 
on the part of this answering party, or any agent, servant, or employee of this answering party, and 
denies that it was negligent, careless, reckless, acted unlawfully or was guilty of any other 
wrongful, or culpable act or omission whatsoever. 
HI. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Failure to State a Cause of Action) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition on file herein, the LACBC alleges that the 
Petition, and each cause of action thereof, fails to allege facts or other allegations sufficient to 
constitute a cause of action against the LACBC. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Good Faith) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition on file herein, the LACBC is informed 
and believes and thereon asserts that all conduct attributed to it was conducted in good faith, which 
serves as a complete bar to this action. Further, Petitioner lacks a good faith belief that the LACBC 
has engaged in any act or omission that violates law or public policy. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Joinder) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition, the LACBC asserts that Petitioner failed 

to name and join party(ies) necessary for full and adequate relief essential in this case. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Res Judicata and/or Collateral Estoppel) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition on file herein, this answering Respondent 

asserts that this action is barred by Res Judicata and/or Collateral Estoppel. 


// 
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FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Corporate Authority) 

Respondent is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Petitioner lacks the corporate 
power to maintain the action filed herein. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Failure to Exhaust Administrative Remedies) 
The Petition, and each and every cause of action therein, are barred because Petitioner has 
failed to exhaust its administrative remedies. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Laches) 
Petitioner’s claims are barred by application of the equitable doctrine of laches. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Estoppel) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition on file herein, the LACBC alleges that 

Petitioner is estopped from asserting its claims against the LACBC. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Waiver) 

As a separate affirmative defense to the Petition on file herein, the LACBC is informed 
and believes and thereon alleges that Petitioner has engaged in conduct and activities sufficient to 
constitute a waiver of any alleged breach of warranty, breach of duty, negligence, act, omission, 
or any other conduct, if any, as set forth in the Petition. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(California Code of Civil Procedure sections 128.5 and 128.7) 

The LACBC is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the Petition, and each 
purported cause of action contained therein, was brought without reasonable care and without a 
good faith belief that there was a justiciable controversy under the law to warrant the filing of said 
Petition against the LACBC; so that the LACBC is entitled to an award of all necessary and 


reasonable defense costs, including attorney’s fees, as more particularly set forth in California 
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Code of Civil Procedure sections 128.5 and 128.7. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Lack of Proximate Cause) 

The LACBC is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the LACBC has committed 

no act or omission which caused any damage to Petitioner. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Standing) 

The LACBC is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Petitioner lacks standing 

and capacity to bring any of the causes of action in the Petition. 
THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
(Reservation of Additional Affirmative Defenses) 

The LACBC asserts that additional affirmative defenses may become necessary. The 
LACBC has insufficient knowledge or information at this time. The LACBC reserves the right to 
assert additional affirmative defenses in the event that discovery indicates that they would be 
appropriate. 

IV. 
PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Respondent LOS ANGELES CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL, 
prays that Petitioner take nothing by way of the Verified Petition for Writ of Mandate on file 
herein; for costs of suit herein incurred; and for such other and further relief as the court may deem 


just and proper. 


Dated: August 18, 2022 DEVANEY PATE MORRIS & CAMERON LLP 


By: Val YA (AULA 
Christina M. Cameron, Esq. 
Lesley A. Ionescu, Esa. 
Attorneys for Respondent LOS ANGELES 
CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL 
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